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,VSummlt Aftermath., The View From the Oval Office
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Livon WASHINGTON, Qct. 13.~ Follow-
11 Ing ig the text of President Reagan's

broadcast addresg;- tonight - on - his

" Vimeeting ing with the Soviet leader, Mi-

ﬂhail s Gorbachew in Iceland:

Good evel mng. As most of you know,
have just returned from meetings in
‘, elari wuh the leader of the Soviet

ral Secretary Gorbachev,
g:sl Yyear when L returned
Jl:he sumpit conference in Gene-
3,

o 3

want to take a few moments to-

lace in thes S:
The implications of these talks are
normoqs and only just beginning to

roposed the most sweepin;
‘nd generous arms control pfoposal
in history, We offered the plete
M ollrmr\a font of all ballistic misbiles —
Amerlcan — from the fa
1998. Whila wé parted
mj tg this Amerlcalt offer
fill gle table, we/are closer than
: ever before o agreements that could
<. leagloa sater world wuh?ul nuclear
weaj

9,
But first, lot me tell you hat, from
he start of. my meetings with Mr.
mrbachev, 1 have y$ regarded
ou, the American people, ad full par-,
lcipants. Believe me, without,
support, nong of these talks' wuld
aye been held, nor could thie ultimate-..

. aims of: American forel lic) *
B“ P"be Y 7 ;;

;s ings that were very much a
"" gar; of gx‘rﬁks, ohe a and the

a defense agaifisf nuc lear mis- -

31 siles whlch we are trying to develop:
""' Jowve heard their tlos a thousand
times — the' ABM
letters stand for anti-ballistic
“migsile and Strategic D‘e{ense Initia«
Gg

i
ps¢

treaty and S.D.L

b ears ago, tho U.S. and the
2y Swlel ion agreed to limi
fense against nucléar missile atfacks
pf.o the emplacement it one location in
;'“ ¢ach country of a small number of
g,x», missxles capable of intercepting and
t x Tg n incoming nuclear mis-
-i‘ “siles, Thus leaving our real defensa a
j4 poll called” Mutual A: -
cLlon. meaning 1] one side:
aunched a nuclear attack, the other
side ‘could- retaliate. This: mutual
10q threat of destruction was believed to
be a deterrent against either. side
A siriking first
3491750 here we snt with thousands of nu- .
3“‘ ‘Cclear warheads targeted on ea
““other and ¢apable of wf})mg out both
“oup countries. The Soviets deployed
*'the few antl-ballistic missiles around
Moscow ag the treaty permllled. Qur
ke country didn’t bothér deploying be-
. cause the threat of nationwide anni
* hiliation, made such limited defense
‘seern useless, :

e Goal of Missile Shield

" ¥ some years now we have been
1322 aware that (ha ‘Soviets have been
’5 ~'d veloping a' nationwide defense.
4 y have installed a large modém
£1 ‘radar at Krashnoyarsk which we bes
 ligve is a critical part of a radar sys:
“(tem designed to provide radar guid-
anoe for anti-ballistic missiles
tec! g’the efitire nation. This is a
lwﬁ‘wolaz n of the ABM treaty, - -
53100, Believing that- 2. policy of mutual
02 destruction and slaughter. of their
_ citizens and ours was uncivilized, I
a few years ago to
study erd was a practical
~way (0 deslcrhoy tx‘lpcléar missiles after
ut

, and our scientists
such a system aré con-
1.1 vinced it s practical and that several «
ﬁ 5 yéars down the road we can have
. guch a system ready to deploy. Inct-
dentally weare notvnolating me ABM

"\ Arms the Main Subject

treaty, wmch permnq such research.
1f and when we depl Lhe lreaty also
allows withdrawal ¢ freaty
upon six months” nouce. S I, let me
make it clear, is not pursumd a non-.
nuclear defense.

Sa here we are at Iceland for our
second such meetmg. In the fifst and
in the months in befween, we have
discussed ways to reduce and in fact
eliminate nuclear weapons entirely.
We and the Soviets have had teams of
negotiafors in Geneva trying td work
out 3 mutual agreement on how we

could’ reduce or eliminate nuclear
weapons. So far, no sijccess.

on Saturda and Synday, #eneral
etary chev and his Foreign
Minister shevardnadw and Sec:
tary of State George Shultz and I met
for nearly 10 hours. We didn’t limit :
ourselves to just arms reductions. We
discussed what we call violation of

3¢

| human rights on the part of the Sovi- *

1 ets, refusal to let people emigrate
front Russia sd ma;L gan practice
their religion without being persecut-
ed, lettis ple go to rejoin their
rammes usbands and wives sepa-
rated by national borders being al-
lowed ta reynite. In much of this the .
Soviet Union ig violating another
agreement — the Helsinki accords
they had si esgnecl in 1975, Yuri Orlov,

whose freedom we just obtained, was
imprisioned for ?owting out to his
Government its violations of the pact,
its refusal to let citizens leave their

country or return.

We also discussed regional matters
such as Afganistal Angola, N(camu
gua, and bodi:

Byt by their choice the main subs
Jject was arm3 con We discussed
the emplacement of! intermediate-
range issles in Europe 4nd Asia and

fobein agreement Lhey cauld
be drasupauy redlwed. side

RR;'URNING STAFF: Donald T.

chief of staff, wﬂkmgﬂfrom helicopter to the White House. In fore-
Poindexter, right, national security adviser,

ground, Adm, John
and Vice President Bush.

Text of Reagan S Broadcast Addr/e s
On Talks With GOrbachev in Iceland

seemed willing to rmd a wa / 10 re~
duce even 1o zero the strategic balis-
tic missles we have aimed at each
other. This then brought up Lhe sub-~
ject of S.D.L.

I offered a’ proposal that w
tinue our present research an
when we reacheq the stage of
we would sign nqw a freaty
would permit Soviet observation of
such éests And if the program was
practical we would both eliminate our
offensive missles, and then we would
share the ‘benefits of advanced de-
fenses

xplained that even though wi
wouud ave done away with our oHen-
sive ballistic missles, having the de-
fense would protect against cheating
or the possibility of a madman some-
time deciding to create nucfear mis-
sles. After all, the world now knows

it and

ceping our fgas masks even thou
! Lhe nations of the world had outlawed
poison gas after World War 1.
eemed to be making progress
lucing weaponry, although the
General Secr;% was reglslfﬂrmg
‘opposition to roposiig a
pledge to observe AB Ior a num%e
of years as the day was ending.
ecretary Shultz suggested we turn
over the notes our note-takers had
been making of everything we’d said
to our respective teams and let them
work through the night to put then to-
gether and find just where we stand
in agreement Td what differences

on rej

._.—...

separated us. With respect and grati-
tude 1 can infofm you they warked

ough the night till 6:30 A.M,
Yesterday. unday morning, Mr.
Gorbachev and I, with our orelgn

ministers, came together again and
took up the report of our teams. It
was most promising. The Soviets had
asked for a 10-year delay in the de-

loyment of S.D.1. programs. In an ef-
c@-t to see how we could satisfy their

ncern wmle protectmg our princi-
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con-

military streng!

ples and security, we proj sed a 10
year period in which we with
the reduction of all strategic nuc]ear
arms, bombers, air-launched cruise
mnsslles intercontinental _ballistic
‘missiles, submarine launched ballis-
tic missiles. and the weapons they

Where Debate Began

They would be reduced 50
in the first five years. During the next
five years, we would continue by
eliminating all remaining offensive
ballistic missiles, of all ranges, Dur-
ing that time we "would proceed with
research, development and testing of
‘S . All done in conformity with

ABM provisions. At the 10-year point,
\with all ballistic missiles eliminated,
,we could proceed to deploy advanc
defenses, at the same time permit-
‘ting the Soviets to do likewise. *
| -Hera the debate began. The Gen-
eral Secretary ‘wording that
in effect would have kept us from
'developing the S.D.1 for the entire 10
'years. In effect, he was killing S.D,I.
‘and unless 1 agreed, all that work to-
‘ward eliminating nuclear wea
“would go down the drain — canceled.

j 1 told him I had pledged to the
American people that 1 would not
‘trade away S.D.1. — there was no way.
I could tell our peoplé their Govern-"
ment would not protect them against
nucléar destruction. I went to Reykja-
vnk deétermined that everything was
negouable except !wo things, our

reent

fam sull upt]mlsuc thal a way will’
be found. door is open and the op-
portunity to begin elminating the nu-
Clear threat is within reach.
you can see, we made progress
in. Iceland. And we will continue fo
xaka progress if we pursue a pru-
nt, delibérate, and, above all, reali-
sitic approach with the Soviets, From
the earliest days of our Administra-
tion, this has been our policy. We
made it clear we had no illusions
about the Soviets or their ultimate in-
tentions. We were publicly candid
about the critical moral distinctions
between totalitarianism and
racy. We declared the prinicpal ob-
!;cuve of American foreign policy to
not just the prevention of war but
the exiension of freedom, And, we
stressed our commitment to the
growth of democratic government
and democratic institutions around
the world. That is why we assisted
freedom fighters who are resisting
the imposition of totalitarian rule in
Afghanistan, Nicaragua, Angola,
Cambodia, and elsewhere. And, fi-
nally, we began work on what I be-
lieve most spurred the Soviets to ne-
gotiate senous'lg — rebuilding our
reconstructing our

agan B[ames Gorbachev for Impasse, but Says Accord Is Possible
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4> bachev as to wheri or whether Hé plans
15:t0 travel lo the United States, as we

feped t- that our: invitation
- ¥87Sfand: and at we continue to believe
“"q eetings .would be useful.

dditional
ot v,hat' declslon the Soviets must

2781 Mr. R 5&1 made it clear that’the
Key obstade o Iceland had been his re-
fusal to accept Saviet oonstramts on

Star Wars'} developmen
2 M#, Gorbac;lev haﬁ(rered to make

6 offensive nuc| ejr l‘issxlel in return for

yﬁn!an agreems Mr. Reagan said

<uit -would restri Lhe developme'nt of the
caw mxssnledetense

e:is 10 Once the SWIel leader focused on the

‘missile defense, Mr. Reagan said, it be-

sy game a case of hls prefemng “no

agreed he would last yéar in Geneva. I }.

if the Soviets should — as they have
‘done too often in the past — fail {o com-
ply with their solemn commitments.
“$.D.I. is what what brought the
‘Soviets bacl to arms colntml talks in

r weaj
In a statement after briefing Eum
pean allies in Brussels today, S

" tary of State George P. Shultz’ 581d that

possibilities for pro; ‘fress had emerged
in several areas and that it was impor-
tant that they be pursued “energetical-
" in future negotiations with the
viet Unjfon.
Similarly, in a rare on-the-record
briefing at the White House, Vice Adm.
John. M.. Poindexter, the President’s
national security adviser, said the un-
derstandings reached between the two
leaders in Iceland would be viewed as
| starting points for subsequent arms
control bargaining.

““We are going (0, as they say in the
ess, pocket these vari-

-silod
kes S A Bid to Blunt Cﬂﬂclsm

The s} reflected a lqng explana-
iion of his thinking during the negotia-
l5"tions, and Mr. Reagan seemed to take
“'”;Sama t6 blunt domestic: and interna-
1 criticism that he had thrown

‘of ‘the strategjc Defense
% Imuauve, l&é President said:
realize some Americans may be
askmg tonight: ‘Why not accept Mr.,
Gorbachev 's demand? why not give up
o S.D.L for this agreement?
ui “The answer, my friends, is simple.
.D.L is America’s insurance pol cy
,, ,1 “that the Soviet Umon would keep tt
at

et

g9zl
34
0o

Sing
ous pieces. that lhe?’ said they would
agree to,”. Admiral Poindexter said.
“Whether they will admit now that
they have agcreed to these things or not
remains to be seen, but in the meetings
they did agreé to them and we will try
to hold them to that agreement at some
point in the future,

Congressional reacuon generally
was mlxed and along partisan lines,
with Republicans supporting Mr. Rea-
gan'g refusal to restrict “Star Wars”
develppment and Democrats criticiz-
ing the President for missing what they
said was a historic oppertunity to
eliminate offensive nuclear weapons.

In his address, Mr. Reagan provided
a detailed explanation of the two days

the | of talks, especially the two leaders’ dis-

cussion of arms control. According to

SDLis Amerlaa s securlty guarantee

his account, the Russians sought a 10-

e
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year delay in Lhe development of the
defense system outside the laboratory
and the United States responded b)

proposm$ a two-part formula for elimi-

nating offensive weapons that tried to
meet Soviet concerns over “Star,
Wars.”

The President said the American
proposal involved a reduction in all
strategic nuclear weapons by 50 per-
cent over a five-year périod, while re-
search, development and testing con-
tinued on the defense system under ex-
isting provisions of thq 1972 antiballis-
tic missile treaty.

At the end of the lu-year period, he
said, all ballistic missiles would
eliminated and cither coumgy could
then deploy the defense shiels

‘He Was Killing S.D.L*
“Here the debate began, » Mr. Rea-
gan said. “The Generaf Secretary
wanted wording that in effect would
have kept us from developing S.D.I. for
the entire 10 years. In effect, he was
killing S.D.I, and unless I agreed all
that work toward eliminating nuclear
weapog would go down the drain —

ld him I had pledged to the
American people that I would not trade

away S.D.I. — there was no way I could

tell our people their Government would
not protect them against nuclear de-
struction. I went to Reykjavik deter-
mined that everything was negotiable
except two things, our freedom and our
future.””

Administration officials said Mr.
Reagan had balked at Mr. Gorbachev's
insistence on changes in the 1972 anti-
ballistic missile treaty to rrevem re-
search, testing and development of
missile-defense systems beyond the
laboratory.

Mr. Reagan, who appeared grim, re-

pe ed his argurnent Lhat the Soviet
Union was already seeking to develop
its own system to defend against nu-
clear missiles and was doing so in a
manner that violated the 1972 treaty.
He accused ‘\{r Gorbachev of seeking | m;
0 change the agreement through his
nrferhmmng testmg to the laboratory.
told him that we don't make those
kmds of deals in the United States,”
Mr. Reagan said.

\ ‘Why Are Soviets So Adamant?*

As he sought public understanding ot
his position, Mr. Reagan appeared tc
be nearly pleading with the Soviet|"

be| leader to drop his opposnion to the

“Star Wars'’ system and to accept an
agreemept reducing offensive nuclear
weapons.

“How does a defense of the United
States- threaten the Soviet Union or
anyone else?"” Mr. Reagan said. “Why
are the Soviets so adamant that Amer
ica remain forever vulnerable to Soviet
rocket attack?”

“As of t odaf' all free nations are ut-
terly defenseless against Soviet mis-
siles — fired either by accident or de-

sign. Why does the Soviet Union insist
that we remain so — forever?”

Mr. Reagan's speech was more up-
beat in tone than the gloomy and even

angry assessment that Administration
officials delivered on Sunday after the
lalks ended. Admirgl Poindexter, who

greed today that such an impression
had been gjven, said it was because the
top Reagan aides were til

Mr. Reagan said tonight that al-

though he could not promise that the
Iceland talks. or future discussions
would lead inevitably to great break-
throughs or major agreements, he was
optimistic.

“Our ideas are out there on the
table." he said. “‘They won’t go away.””

strategic deterrence, and, above all,
beginnm% to work on the S!ralegnc
Defense Initiative.

Ways to Ease Tensions

And yet at the same time we set out ,

these foreign policy goals and began
working toward them, we pursued an-
other of our major objectives: that of
seeking means to lessen tensions with
Soviets, and ways to prevent war and
ke;g the peace.
is policy is now paying dividends
— one sign of this in Iceland was the
progress on the issue of arms control.
For the first time in a long while,
Soviet-American negotiations in the
area of arms reductions are movil
and movmg in the right direction: not
arms control, but toward

But for all lhe progress we made on
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WELCOME BACK: President and Nancy Reagan being gree&eé%fy their daughter Mauregn on Wh§u
House South Lawn S\mday night after the President’s return from Iceland.
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adamant that America remain fér-?
ever vulnerable to Soviet rocket at-
tack? As of today, all free nations are
utterly defenseless against Soviet”
missiles — fired either by'accident or
design. Why does the Soviet union in-
sist that we remain so '~ foreve:

So, my fellow Americans, | ca

promisé, nor can_any President
promise, that the talks in kceland or
any future discussions with Mr.
bachev will lead inevitably to gri al
breakl.hmughs or momentous treaty

We w:ll not abandon the gu.(dmg
principle we took (o Reykjavi

refer no agreemeny than to rmg
s me a bad agreement (o the United
tates.

] -
Another Sunimit D'ate
And on this Pon;! 1 knmy you are

arms i we must
there were other issues on the table in
Iceland, issues that are fundamental.

As 1 mentioned, one such issue is
human rlghts. As President Kennedy
once said, “And, is not peace, in the
Jast analysis, baslcally a matter of
human rights ...?"

1 made it p}am that the United
States would not seek to exploit im-
provement in these matters for pur-
poses of propaganda. But I also made
1t plain, once again, that an improve-
ment of the human condition within
the Soviet Union is indispensable for
an improvement in bilateral relations
with the United States. For a govern-
ment Lhalt “will bmbaek fallfeldwll}l: its
own peoplg cannot be trusted to keep
faith with foreign powers. So, I told
Mr. Gorbachev — again in Reykjavik
as I had inGeneva — we Americans
place far less weight upon the words
that are spoken at meetings as these,
than upon the deeds that follow. When
it comes to human rights and judging.
Soviet intentions, we are all from Mis-
souri: you have got to show us.

Regional bonﬂicts

Another subject area we took up in
Iceland also lies at the heart of the
differences between the Soviet Union
and America. This is the issue of re-
gional conflicts. Summit meetings
cannot make the American people
forget what Soviet actions have
'meant for the peoples of Afghanistan,
Central America, Africa, and -
east Asia. Until Soviet policies
change, we will make sure that our
friends in these areas — those who
fight for freedom and independence
— will have the support they need.

Finally, there was a fourth item.
This area was that of bilateral rela-
tions, people-to-people contacts. In
. Geneva last year, we welcomed sey-
" eral cultural exchange accords; in

celand, we saw indications ot more
movement in these areas. But let me
say now the United States remins
committed to Yeolp le-to-people pro-
gams that could lead to exchanges
tween not just a few elite bu
sands of everyday citizens Imm both
our countries.

So I think then you can see that we
did make progress in Iceland on a
broad range of topics. We reaffirmed
our four-point agenda; we discovered

or new grounds of a;
agamsx some old areas of dis-
agreemen
And let me return again to the
S.D.L issué.

I realize some Americans may be
asking tonight: Why not accept Mr.
Gorbachev’s demand? Why not give
up S.D.L for this agreement?

The answer, my friends, is simple.
S.D.L is America’s insurance policy
that the Soviet Um‘gn would keep the

at

eement; we’ and I spoke to our

the question of
whelher there wil be another sum-
mit. There was nd indication by Mr.
Gorbachev as to when or whether he
plans 10 travel tq the United States, as

would last year in Gene-
a l repeat tonight that our invitation
stands and that we continué to believe
additional meetings would be useful.
But lhal 's a decision the Soviets must

Bql whatever the immediate pros-
ts, I can tell you that I am ulti-
mately hopeml about the prospects
for rmgress at the summit and for
world peace and freedom. You see,
the current summit process is very
different from that of previous dec-
ades; it is different because the world
is different; and the world is different
because of the hard work and sacri
fice of the American people during
the past five and a half years.

Your energy has restored and ex~
panded our economic might;
support has restored our mnhtary
strength. Your courage and sense of
national unity in times of crisis have
given pause 0 our adversaries, heart-
ened our friends, and msplred the
world. The Western democracies and
the NATO alliance are revitalized
and all across the world nations are
turning to democratic ideas and the
principles of the free market. So be-
cuase the American people stood'
ﬁuard at the critical hour, freedom

as gathered its forces, regamed its
strength, and is on the march.

So, if there is one impression I
carry away with me from these Octo-
ber talks, it is that, unlike the past, we
are dealing now from a position of
strength, and for that reason ‘m\fe
it without our grasp to move s lily

with the Soviets toward even more
breakl.hmugh

Our ideas are out there on the table.
They way. We are ready to
pick up where we left off. Qur negotia-
tors are heading back to Geneva, and
we are prepared to go forward when-
ever and wherever the Soviets are
ready. So, there is reason — good rea-
son — for hope.

Dream and Destiny

1 saw evidence of this_in the
rogress we made in the tajks with
r. Gorbachey. And I saw gvidence
of it when we left Iceland yesterday,

en
women at our Naval installation at
flavik — a critically igiportant
base far closer to Soviet nayal bases
than to our own coastline. A3 always,
1 was proud to spend a few moments
with L\Eem and thank them for their
sacrifices and devotion to country.
They represent America at her fin-
est: committed to defend not only our
own freedom but the freedom
others who would be living in a far

S.D.L is America’s security guaran-
tee — if the Soviets should — as they
have done oo often in the past — fail
to comply with their solemn commit-
ments. $.D.1 is what brought the Sovi-
ets back to arms control talks at
Geneva and Iceland. S.D.I is the key
toa world without nuclear weapons.

Forever Vulnerable?.

The Soviets understand this. They
have devoted far more resources, for
a lol lon; er (1me Lhan we, to their own

's only operational
mns le de!ense mday surrounds Mos-
cow, the capital of the Soviet Union.
What Mr. Gorbachev was demandin,
at Reykjavik was that the Umteﬂ
States agree (0 a new versmn of a l4-
year-old ABM traty that the Soviet
Union has already violated. I told him
we don’t make those kinds of deals in
the United States.

And the American people should re-
flect on these critical questions.

How does a defense of the United
'states threaten the Soviet Union or

anyone else? Why are the Soviets so -
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orld — were it not
fur lhe strength and resolve of the
United States.

“Whenever the standard of free,
dom and independence has been
unfurled, there will be America’s
heart, her benedictions,
prayers,” John Quincy Adams once
said. He spoke well of our destiny asa
nation. My fellow Americans, we are
honored by history, entrusted by des-
tiny with’ the ol est dream of hu-
manity — the dream of lasting peace
and human freedom.

Another President, Harry Truman,
noted that our century had seen two
ol me most frightful wars in hxstory

that “the supreme need for our
ume is for man to learn to live to-
gether in peace and harmony.”

Tt is in pursuit of that ideal I went to
Geneva a year ago and to Iceland last
week. Am}’lt is in pursuit of that ideal
that I thank you now for all the sup-
port you have given me, and 1 again
ask for your help and your prayers as
we continue our journey toward a

world werzgeace reigns and freedom

.. is enshrin
Thank you 4nd God bless you.




